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SECOND APPEAL BRIEF 

SK: 

In response to an Appeal Brief filed on August 2, 2004, the Examiner reopened prosecution 
by issuing an Office Action on November 4, 2004. In response, applicant filed a Second Notice of 
Appeal on March 1 , 2005: this is appellant's brief in accordance with 37 C.F^. §4137, 

Applicant hereby requests a two month extension of !he period set by the filing of a Second 
Notice of Appeal on March I, 2005. Please charge $450 for the government fee to our Deposit 
Account 03-2412. 

Because the fees for filing a Notice of Appeal and for filing an Appeal Brief have already 
been paid (on May 3, 2004 and August 2, 2004, respectively), and a final Board decision has not 
been made regarding that appeal, it is believed that the Appeal Brief filing fee is not required at 
this time. However, if any fees are required at this time, please charge them to our Deposit 
Account 03-2412. 

The sections below are numbered in accordance with §4 1. 37(c). 
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(i) Real Party in Interest : 

The real party of interest herein is Nokia Corporation, Keilalahdentie 4, Espoo» Finland, 
FIN-02150. 

(ii) Related Appeals and Interferences : 

There are no related appeals and/or interferences of which appellant is aware. 

(iii) Status of Claims : 

The aH>lication was filed with Claims 1-13» of which Claims 1 and 8 were in independent 
form/ Claims 1, 8, and 10 were amended, and Claims 14-19 were added (Claims 14-15 being in 
independent form), in an Amendment dated December 3, 2003. No further additions or 
amendments were made after the December 3, 2003 Amendment; thus. Claims 1-19 are pending, 
with Claims 1 , 8, 14, and 15 being in independent form. 

(iv) Status of Amendments : 

There was no amendment filed subsequent to the final rejection. 

(v) Snmmarv of Claimed Sublect Matter : 
Independent Claim 1 

The invention claimed in independent Claim 1 is a data processing system comprised of a 
mobile temiinal (e.g., mobile temiinal 12 in FIG. 2), an output device (e.g., TV monitor 24 in FIG. 
2), and an interface module (e.g., interface module 22 in FIG. 2) connected to the data bus of the 
mobile terminal. The interface module takes data from the mobile terminal and converts the data so 
that it can be output on the output device (see lines 5-11, page 4). 

The interface module comprises a protocol stack (e.g., WAP Protocol Stack 28 and/or 
SMTP Protocol Stack 28' in FIG. 2), a user agent (e.g.. User agent 30 in FIG. 2), and a signal 
generator (e.g., TV Signal Generator 32 in FIG. 2). The protocol stack receives and then processes 
data received from the data bus of the mobile terminal before forwarding the processed data to the 
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user agents which decodes the processed data (see line 28, page 7, to line 4, page 8, and lines 6-8, 
page 9). Finally, the signal generator receives the decoded data and converts the decoded data into a 
format ^iMropriate for the output device "so that the output device presents at least one of audio, 
video, and textual mformation to the user" (see lines 2-4, page 8, and lines 9-11, page 9). 
Independent Cteim 8 

The invention claimed in independent Claim 8 is a method of presenting data transmitted to 
and from a data bus of a mobile terminal using an interface module. In the first step of the claimed 
method, data from the mobile terminal is processed in accordance with at least one communication 
protocol (see lines 6-8 and 20, page 9). In the second step of the claimed method, the processed 
data is decoded and outputted by a user agent (see lines 8-9 and 20-21 , page 9). In the third step, the 
decoded data is converted into signals for presentation by an output device (see lines 9-10, page 9. 
and line 20, page 9, to line 1, page 10). In the fourtli step, information is presented on the output 
device based on the signals from the third step (see lines 9-10, page 9, and line 20, page 9, to line 1, 
page iO). 

Independent Oaims 14 and 15 

The wording of independent Claims 14 and 15 is identical to independent Claims 1 and 8, 
respectively, except that (1) Claims 14 and 15 explicitly recite that the output device has "a large 
screen relative to [the screen] of the mobile terminal"; and (2) the steps recited in Claim 15 do not 
have letters for labels, as the steps in Claim 1 do. 

(vi) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal : 

Claims 1-2, 7-10, and 14-15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Spauf et al. (US 5,732,074). 

Claims 1 , 8, and 14-15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as anticipated by Rakib (US 
2002A)019984). 



(vii) Argument : 

-3 



PACE 4/1 1 « RCVD AT 7/112005 8:42:24 PM [Eastern DayOflht Time] « 8VR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/0 « DNIS:8729306 * OS©: • DURATION <rmn-ss):0a-50 



Jul 01 2005 a;44PM HP LRSERJET FAX p,5 



AiiomeyDocket#4925-34 Serial Na 1W030^ 

Second Appeal Brief dated July 1 , 2005 
Appeal of Final Rejeclion dated Felmiary 25, 2004 



Spaur et al. teach a system in which a person may use a remote computer terminal to access 
the components in a moving vehicle. Such a system could be used in an ambulance so that a 
hospital could remotely monitor a patient being delivered to the hospital (see» e.g., col- 1 , lines 27- 
34). As shown in FIG. 2 of Spaur et al., a remote computer terminal 10a, sad^i as a desktop PC, 
connects to the Internet 68 through a dialup modem 64. The Internet 68, in turn, is connected to a 
cellular telephone network through a modem 76 so that remote computer terminal 10a can use the 
airlink of the cellular telephone network to call cellular telephone 80. CeUular telephone 80 is 
physically connected by telephone interface 84 to the car controller 122 through a converter 30. By 
means of these various communication links, both wireless and wired, the user of remote computer 
terminal 10a can access and control devices 50a-50n located in an automobile. 

By contrast. Claims 1, 8, 14, and 15 describe a system and method for an interface module 
which connects to the data bus of a mobile terminal, such as a cellular telephone, and allows the 
user of the cellular telephone to send the output of the cellular telephone to an external output 
device, such as a television monitor. 

The Examiner cites the computer terminal 10a in Spaur et al. as disclosing the "output 
device" of dainis 1, 8, 14, and 15, cites the cellular telephone 80 in Spaur et al. as disclosing the 
"mobile terminal** of Claims 1, 8, 14, and 15, and cites the converter 30 in Spaur et aL as disclosing 
the 'interface module" of Claims I, 8, 14, and 15. However, the "interface module" in Claims 1, 8, 
14, and 15 is located between the "output device" and the "mobile terminal'*. The converter 30 
which the Examiner cites in Spraul et al. is not located between the cellular telephone 80 and 
computer terminal 10a. 

Moreover, the "interface module" of the claims is connected to both the "data bus" of the 
mobUe terminal and the "output device". The converter 30 is not connected to computer terminal 
10a (which the Examiner cites as the "output device"), nor is it connected to the air link of Spraul et 
al. (which the Examiner cites as the "data bus"). 

Furthermore, the "signal generator" located within the "interface module" recited in Claims 
1 and 14 converts data into a format that the "output device" can process and present to the user. 
The Examiner again cites computer terminal 10a in Spraul et al. as teaching this element. Bui 
computer terminal 10a is not in converter 30 (which the Examiner cites as being the "interface 
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module"), but instead is very far removed ftom it. Fluther still, the Examiner has cited computer 
tenninai 10a as corresponding to bath the "ou^t device" and the ''signal generator'' of the 
"interface device" in the claims, even though cellular telephone 80 of Spraul et al. is located 
between computer terminal 10a and converter 30 (which the Examiner cites as the '^mobile 
terminal"). 

This lack of correspondence between the locations (and interconnections) of the components 
recited in the claims and the components cited by the Examiner in Spraul et al. is not a small matter, 
but ralbcr reflects the profound differences between the claimed components and their supposed 
counterparts in Spraul et al. The "interface module" recited in the claims acts as an interface 
between the "mobile tenninai" and the "output device", capable of converting signals from the 
'Mobile terminal" for output on the "output device". By contrast, converter 30 of Spraul et al., 
which the Examiner cites as corresponding to the "interface module" recited in the claims, is not 
located between computer terminal 10a C*the output device") and cellular telephone 80 ("the mobile 
terminal"), does not act as an interface between computer terminal 10a and cellular telephone 80, 
and does not convert or otherwise process signals from cellular telephone 80 for output on computer 
terminal 10a. 

In short, ^pellant requests that the rejection be withdrawn as faulty, on the basis that none 
of the components cited in Spraul et al. correspond, either logically, functionally, or physically, to 
the components in the claims. 

Appellant believes that the Examiner has made similar enrOTS in regards to Rakib (US 
2002/0019984); however, it is difficult to argue about it because the Examiner has carefully avoided 
explaining which components in Rakib correspond to which elements in the claims. For example, 
for the data bus recited in the claims, the Examiner cites "fig. 1", a drawing showing over 30 
components. Similarly, for the output device recited in the claims, the Examiner cites 'Tigs. 1 and 
3". 

Although it may be possible to divine the Examiner's intent in his broad references to Rakib, 
it is appellant's position that the applicant should not have to make the Examiner's rejection for him 
(i.e., identify the cotnponents in Raktb corresponding to the elements in the claims, and also provide 



-5- 

PAGE 6/1 1 * RCVD AT 7/1/2005 8:42:24 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:U8PTO-EFXRF-i;0 * DNIS:8729306 * C8ID: * DURATION (mm-ss): 03-50 



JiVl 01 2005 8:45PM HP LASERJET FRX 



P-7 



Altamey* Docket # 4925-34 



Seriamo. 10/030302 
Second Appeal Brief dated July 1 , 2005 
Appeal of Filial Rejeclion dated February 25, 2004 



the argument for those coirespondences). Appellant lespectfiiUy requests that the rejection over 
Rakib be fully explained, so that appellant may appropriately respond. 

Respectfully submitted, 
COHEN, PONTANI, LEBERMAl/feP^ 




Pebdor J, Holmbeig 
Reg. No. 50,140 
551 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1210 
New York, New York 10176 
(212)687-2770 



Date± July 1,2005 
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(vHi) Appendix : 

This is a copy of the daiins iny dved in this appeal : 

1. A system for ihe processing of data to and finom a mobile teraiinal comprising: 

a mobile teraiinal comprising a data bus for receiving and transmitting data to a wireless 

conmmnicalion network; 
an output device for presenting at least one of audio, video» and textual information to a 

user; and 

an interface module connected to the data bus of the mobile terminal* the interface 
module comprising: 

a protocol stack for processing data to and from the data bus of the mobile 

terminal in accordance with at least one communication protocol; 
a user agent for decoding data to and from the protocol stack; and 
a signal generator for converting the decoded data from the user agent into 
signals formatted for processing by the output device so that the output 
device presents at least one of audio, video, and textual information to the 
user based on the signals. 

2. The system of claim 1 , further comprising: 

a user input device, manipulable by the user, for inputting data to the user agent for 
transmission through the mobile terminal. 

3. The system of claim 1 , wherein the protocol stack includes the Wireless Applic^ion 
ProtocbL 

4. The system of claim 3, wherein the protocol stack includes the Short Message Transport 
Protocol. 

5. The system of claim 4, wherein the user agent is a Web browser. 
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6. The system of claim 5. wherein the browser is configured to interpret data in accordance 
with one of the Wireless Application Protocol and the Short Message Transport ProtocoL 

7. The system of claim 1» wherein the output device is a monitor 

8. A method of presenting data transmitted to and from a data bus of a mobile terminal using 
an interface module, comf«ising: 

(a) processing data from a data bus of the mobile terminal in accordance with at least one 

communication protocol; 

(b) decoding the processed data using a user agent and outputting the decoded data; 

(c) converting the decoded data from the user agent into signals for presentation by an 

output device; and 

(d) presenting information based on the signals by the output device. 

9. The method of claim 8, wherein the output device presents the converted on a monitor 
display screen. 

10. The method of claim 8, further comprising the step of: 

(e) receiving user input data by the user agent for transmission by the mobile terminal. 

1 1. The method of claim 8, wherein the at least one conmiunication protocol conforms to the 
Wireless Application Protocol. 

12. The method of claim 8, wherein the at least one protocol conforms to the Short Message 
Transfer Protocol . 

13. The method of claim 8, wherein the user agent is configured as a Web browser. 

-8- 
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14. A system for transmitting data between a mobile terminal and an output device 
comprising: 

a mobile terminal comprising a screen and a data bus for receiving and transmitting data 

to a wireless communication network; 
an output device having a large screen relative to that of the mobile terminal for 

presenting at least one of audio, video, and textual information to a user; and 
an interface module connected to the data bus of the mobile terminal and to the output 
device, the interface module comprising: 

a protocol stack for processing data to and from the data bus of the mobile 

temunal in accordance with at least one communication protocol; 
a user agent for decoding data to and from the protocol stack; and 
a signal generator for converting the decoded data from the user agent into 
signals formatted for processing by the output device so that the output 
device presents at least one of audio, video, and textual information to the 
user based on the signals. 

15. A method of using an interface module to present data transmitted from a data bus of a 
mobile terminal on an output device having a large screen relative to that of the mobile terminal, 
comprising the steps of: 

processing data from a data bus of the mobile terminal in accordance with at least one 

communication protocol; 
decoding the processed data using a user agent and outputting the decoded data; 
converting the decoded data from the user agent into signals for presentation by an output 

device; and 

presenting information based on the signals by the output device. 

1 6. The system of claim 1 , wherein the output device comprises a television monitor. 

1 7. The method of claim 8» wherein the output device comprises a television monitor. 
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18. The system of claim 14. wherein the output device comprises a television monitor, 

19. The method of claim 15, wherein the output device comprises a television monitor. 
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